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JUNIOR BARRISTERS PROGRAM OF COOPERATION 


By Charles E. Sharritt, of the Los Angeles Bar 


UTLINED for the Junior Barristers of the Los Angeles Bar Association 

for the remainder of the year is a constructive program of activities at which 
committees are now functioning, according to a report by Chairman Ned Marr. 

Perhaps one of the most outstanding civic endeavors undertaken by the 
Juniors is their movement to cooperate as an organization with other civic and 
law enforcement agencies in the prevention of juvenile crime. 

A committee, headed by Harold H. Krowech, has been appointed to direct 
this activity and is now busy conducting a survey and formulating definite plans 
to accomplish constructive results. The committee proposes to determine by 
careful research many pertinent facts relative to the juvenile problem and with 
this information carry on a speaking program before groups of young people. 

As a part of the program, it is planned to assist in carrying on a traffic 
school in connection with the city traffic courts. 

Another civic endeavor is being conducted by committee headed by William 
Page. This group is acting on the premise that many young persons, although 
unacquainted with the general requirements and qualifications, choose the legal 
profession for want of something else to follow. 

This committee is preparing a plan of procedure whereby a high school or 
under-graduate student may consult a committee sponsored by the Junior Bar- 
risters, the committee also to include several members of the senior bar. It 
would impart only general information to which the young person, by his own 
process, could fit the peculiar facts applicable to his own case. 

Under the chairmanship of H. L. Rose, a membership committee is function- 
ing, with the following general objectives in view: 

1. Reception of newly admitted members of the bar at the time of their 
admittance before the Supreme Court, this to be followed by presenting the new 
admittees with applications for membership in the Los Angeles Bar Association. 

2. Retention of the new members as active participants in Junior activities 
after their first year of practice. 

3. Encouragement of attendance at Junior social functions of young lawyers 
practicing in the county but outside Los Angeles city. 


4. General membership campaign among younger attorneys. 
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(Continued from Page 275) 


to handle personal injury claims. Would you or any other lawyer want to 
have such a hearing held without the attorneys being properly represented ? 


It may also be pointed out that the Association is the only means which the 
lawyers have of contacting the public and making it possible for the public to 
contact the lawyers as a group. 


The Association’s monthly meetings give the members the privilege and 
benefits of more intimate acquaintanceship with fellow practitioners and are often 
addressed by the nation’s leading members of the Bar. 


Thirty-five committees are constantly working to aid in solving the various 
problems within the experience of the lawyer. Needless to say, it is impossible 
to publish in this issue of the Bulletin the reports of all of the committees. This 
issue contains only a limited number of reports and these, of course, only very 
briefly set forth the work and activities of said committees. 


Since starting this article it has become apparent to the writer that it is 
utterly impossible to set forth in an article of reasonable length a statement 
covering the numerous activities of the Association. 


In contrast with the work of the Committees and Board of Trustees, it may 
not be amiss to make a general statement of the volume of work handled in the 
office of the Association. : 


The telephone bills of the office for the year 1935, show 10,782 outgoing 
calls, and incoming calls are received at the rate of about two for one outgoing 
call, making a total of approximately 30,000 telephone calls handled during the 
year. In this connection, it is interesting to note that in 1929, our outgoing calls 
were approximately 7000 in number. If the number of telephone calls may be 
used as a yardstick for measuring the general work of the office it will readily 
be observed that the Association is at the present time carrying 30% more work 
than in 1929. 


In 1929, the office wrote 4500 personal letters, and in 1935, approximately 
7000. 
YEARLY DUES 


Your local Association is one of the most aggressive in the country. Not- 
withstanding this fact, the Board of Trustees has not increased the yearly dues 
since 1916, although the activities have increased many-fold. As far as we are 
able to ascertain the Los Angeles Bar Association is the only active Association 
in the country that can say this. 


As a matter of comparison of yearly dues we may say that the dues of the 
San Francisco Bar Association are: 


Those admitted from 1 to 5 years—$ 9.00 
Those admitted from 5 to 10 years— 15.00 
Those admitted more than 10 years— 19.00 


The Chicago Bar Association has a graduated scale based on length of practice, 
with dues from $9.00 to $19.00. 


New York City Bar Association has a graduated scale, based on length of 
practice, with dues of $25.00 to $75.00 per year and admission fees of $50.00 
to $100.00. 


No Association is stronger than its members make it. The Association’s 
success is YOUR SUCCESS. Surely, every right thinking lawyer desires to 
contribute his just share. Are YOU a member of the Los Angeles Bar 
Association ? 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE! 
NEW FEDERAL COURT RULES TO BE STUDIED 


PLEASE MAIL YOUR COMMENTS AND SUGGESTIONS TO 
LOS ANGELES BAR ASSOCIATION, 1124 Rowan Building. 


HE Board of Trustees of the Los Angeles Bar Association urgently requests 

members of the Bar to study the preliminary draft of rules of civil procedure 
for the District Courts of the United States and the Supreme Court of the 
District of Columbia, as prepared by the Advisory Committee on Rules for 
Civil Procedure appointed by the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
after having given the draft careful consideration to mail suggestions and 
criticisms to the office of the Association. 


All suggestions received will be placed in the hands of a Committee in 
order that said Committee may coordinate and classify the suggestions and com- 
ments received and forward them together with such additional suggestions and 
comments as the Committee desires to render to the Advisory Committee on 
Rules which was appointed by the Supreme Court of the United States. 


The members of the Association who will constitute our Committee to 
classify and coordinate suggestions received are as follows: 


Honorable Louis W. Myers, Chairman, 
Mr. Arnold Praeger, 

Mr. Leonard Slosson, 

Mr. Richard A. Turner, 

Mr. Frank P. Doherty. 


In the event you do not have in your possesison a copy of the preliminary 
draft of the rules, you will, no doubt, find a copy in the hands of some member 
of the Bar in your office. 


The members of the Board are very anxious that we cooperate in this 
matter to the fullest possible extent. 


Those of you who were fortunate enough to hear Honorable Warren Olney, 
Jr., at the Los Angeles Bar Association meeting of June 25, 1936, at which 
time this matter was discussed, realize the importance of the proposed changes. 


Some of the questions discussed at the June 25th monthly meeting and the 
Round Table Discussion which took place in the afternoon preceding the meeting, 
are reprinted below for your convenience. 


1. Should every step in litigation necessarily be a matter of public record? 
Rules 3, 6, 45. 


2. Is the proposed system of joinder of claims and use of counterclaims, 
cross-complaints, and third-party complaints too complicated notwithstanding the 
discretionary power of the court to order separate trials? 


Rules 18, 19, 20, 25. 


3. What are the practical possibilities of curtailing trials by using the 
opportunities afforded by hearings on various motions to ascertain and specify 
the matter actually in issue? 


Rules 23, 44. 


4. (a) Has the right accorded to one or more of numerous parties to sue 
or defend for all, been too much restricted ? 


Rule 26 (a). 
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(b) Compare provisions for joinder of parties in the California Code 
of Civil Procedure, secs. 378-381 with those of the proposed federal rules. 


Rule 27. 


5. (a) Are there any substantial objections to allowing examinations for 
discovery upon notice and without restriction as to witnesses or relevant subject 
matter ? | 


Rule 31 (a), (c). 


(b) Should the use of discovery depositions at the trial be enlarged 
by permitting the depositions of parties and their managing officers or agents, 
as well as those of other witnesses, to be introduced for any purpose unless the 
deponent is actually present in court? 


Rule 31 (d). 


6. (a) To what extent are discovery examinations likely to be employed 
for the purpose of avoiding a trial through the use of a motion for summary 
judgment ? 

Rule 42. 


(b) Do the provisions for summary judgment upon affidavits properly 
safeguard the right of trial by jury? 


Rule 43. 


7. (a) Will juries be as well selected if all questions are put to the jurors 
by the judge instead of by the attorneys? 


Rule 53. 


(b) Should the court have the right to direct the jury to return a 
special verdict, in its discretion, in cases triable of right by a jury? 


Rule 55. 


8. (a) Is the consent of the jury necessary at common law or under the 
Redman Case (295 U. S. 654) for the entering of a judgment notwithstanding 
the verdict ? \ 


Rule 56. 
(b) Should findings by the court in actions at law tried without a jury 


have the same effect as a jury’s verdict? 
Rule 68. 
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COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC DEFENDER’S LIST 


By Puitie H. Ricwarps, Chairman 


OY noms of the Public Defender are limited by statute to criminal defense and 
prosecution of certain wage claims on behalf of persons not financially able 
to employ counsel. The public at large is apparently unaware of the limited 
powers of the Public Defender and seek his assistance in many civil matters 
which he is unauthorized to accept. To meet this situation there has been de- 
veloped over a period of years a list of attorneys known as the “Public De- 
fender’s List” and to whom the Public Defender offers to refer matters which 
his office cannot accept. 


The function of the Committee on Public Defender’s List is primarily to 
assist the Public Defender in investigating attorneys.making application to be 
placed on the List. The applicant must not only be recommended by members 
of the bar, but must have a reasonable amount of experience and must agree 
to accept and handle matters referred to him without compensation if the client 
is unable to pay. Approximately fifty attorneys are now on the List. and 
nearly thirty-five hundred matters were referred to them by the Public Defender 
last year. A splendid though inconspicuous public service is being rendered by 
these attorneys which redounds to the credit of the Los Angeles Bar. 
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COMMITTEE ON BRANCHES OF SUPERIOR COURT 


By Henry O. WHEELER, Chairman 


Beogge on Branches of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County 
was authorized by a resolution of the Board of Trustees of the Los An- 
geles Bar Asnacaptien at its regular meeting on March 13, 1936. Pursuant to 
the resolution President Lyman appointed a committee 
consisting of Joseph D. Brady, Herman Selvin, and 
Henry O. Wheeler, Chairman. 





The resolution authorized the committee “to ascer- 
tain the original cost incurred in establishing the various 
outlying branches of the Superior Court of Los Angeles 
County, the number of cases handled by each branch, the 
cost of maintenance, and all other similar data which has 
a bearing upon the maintenance of such departments or 
branches of the court, the extent of their usefulness and 
factors indicating the necessity or lack of necessity for 
such branches of the court.” 





Shortly after the appointment of the committee the 
Board of Trustees by resolution, endorsed the Court 
Henry O. WHEELER House bond issue. It became evident that the work of 
this Committee might be considered as inconsistent with 
wholehearted support of the Court House bond issue on the part of the Los 
Angeles Bar Association. President Lyman therefore properly requested the 
committee to hold its work of investigation of branches of the Superior Court 
in abeyance until after the bond election. Subsequent to the bond election it 
was requested to proceed with its work. 


PROGRESS 


The Committee has communicated with the Judicial Councils of the various 
states which have such Judicial Councils, asking for any data in the possession 
of such Councils with respect to the matters under investigation. The Com- 
mittee has also communicated with the American Bar Association and the Na- 
tional Conference of Judicial Councils. 


The Committee is particularly appreciative of the splendid cooperation re- 
ceived from L. E. Lampton, County Clerk of Los Angeles County. It has also 
received helpful data from the County Auditor and the Presiding Judge of the 
Superior Court of Los Angeles County. 


To be of value the work of the Committee must be done accurately and 
thoroughly. Believing that the information being gathered will be of importance 
to the Judicial Council of California, the Committee requested that statisticians 
be furnished by the Judicial Council to compile the necessary data. The Ju- 
dicial Council has offered to help in any way possible, but states that “because 
of restriction of our appropriation by the Legislature to an amount only suf- 
ficient to enable us to maintain a skeleton organization, we are not able to 
provide research assistants or statisticians to secure original data.” It is re- 
grettable that the Legislature has thus hampered the work of the Judicial 
Council. 


However, the Committee hopes that the Board of Trustees will be able to 
provide the necessary funds for this work, and it will endeavor to render its 
report within a reasonable time. 
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PLANS OF COMMITTEE ON CORPORATIONS 


By Raymonp Haicut, Chairman 


his year’s committee on corporations, appointed by President Edward 

Lyman and consisting of James A. Gibson, Jr., Graham Sterling, Joseph P. 
Loeb, Homer Crotty, P. B. Plumb and Raymond Haight, at the first exchange 
of opinion has determined that changes in the General 
Corporation Law should be limited to points of clarifica- 
tion and that no radical changes should be proposed. 
This decision was reached on two grounds: 


First: The General Corporation Law as it appears 
on the statute books today is believed to be as effective 
and as efficient today as that existing in any sister State, 
and most of the provisions have been tested, if not by 
our own courts, then by those in other jurisdictions 
where similar provisions have been adopted; 


Second: Eastern capital is gradually coming to 
accept the present corporation law of the State of Cali- 
fornia as on a par with that of other States. If this 
confidence is to continue to grow, the present provisions 
Raymonp HAIGHT should remain undisturbed, unless an obvious and gen- 
erally acceptable improvement can be made. 





Until recently, California’s legislative history on the subject of corpora- 
tions could only be described as gymnastic, paradoxical and inconsistent. Dif- 
ficulties and abuses grew up together while other States, such as Delaware, 
were adopting more forward-looking legislation governing corporate procedure 
and management. 

CHANGES 


It was not until Professor Baliantine’s committee assumed the responsi- 
bility of bringing order out of chaos that any truly constructive work was done. 
The committee presented to the 1931 Legislature and succeeded in having 
adopted a general corporation law, substituting in place of the then existing 
Title I of Part IV of Division First of the Civil Code, a new Title I, Part IV, 
consisting of sixteen chapters. Since the adoption of this new Title, there have 
been a number of amendments, mostly designed, however, to clarify the subject 
matter. 


Some members of the Committee are mindful, however, that the present 
Title on corporations remains subject to several of the pertinent criticisms made 
by George Farrand of the Los Angeles Bar shortly after the adoption of the 
Title. Mr. Farrand it was who raised the point that the “wild and woolly 
* * * old-fashioned * * * sand lotters’ who wrote the farmer-labor 
constitution of 1879 were not quite as wrong as we are prone to think. 


To quote Mr. Farrand directly on just one point: 


“They believed ‘that all guilt is personal ;’ that a public or private 
wrong is a wrong whether done by an individual or by his corpora- 
tion. These ‘sand lotters’ thought that if a person borrowed money he 
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ought to pay it back; that if he incorporated himself and had the 
corporation borrow the money, he, as a stockholder, ought to remain 
personally liable to the lender, because if the corporation makes a 
profit the stockholder gets the profit.” 


Mr. Farrand and others holding a similar point of view recognized, how- 
ever, that the organization procedure was simplified, binding voting trusts 
authorized, mergers and consolidations made easier, dissolutions simplified, and 
the technical defense of “ultra vires” practically done away with under the 
new law. 


AMENDMENTS 


The existence of the Corporate Securities Act, however (in theory, if not 
in practice), has modified the necessity for many of the stringent provisions 
thought necessary by the constitution framers. It is, therefore, toward possible 
amendments in the Corporate Securities Act that the committee expects to de- 
vote its major attention. The matters under consideration in this connection 
can best be reviewed by quoting briefly from a report made to the committee by 
Mr. Homer Crotty. In part, Mr. Crotty has proposed the following: 


_= To substitute “or” for “and” in Section 2, Subdivision (b), to take 
care of certain corporations which have been organized by the Federal 
government under the laws of certain States, which act as instru- 
mentalities of the Government of the United States pursuant to Con- 
gressional authority. 


To include an additional provision in Section 2(c) to exempt from 
the provisions of the Act securities which are authorized in a re-organi- 
zation proceeding by a court having jurisdiction of the reorganization 
proceedings. This, as Mr. Crotty points out, will be in line with the 
Federal Securities Act. 


Another pertinent point raised in Mr. Crotty’s report has to do with the 
provisions prohibiting ‘negotiation for the sale” of securities, and, to quote him 
directly, “it seems to make any discussion relative to the sale of securities a 
crime. Certain exemptions occur in Section 33, relative to pre-organization sub- 
scriptions. I think the important matter which should be got at is not ‘negotia- 
tion’ for the sale of securities, but the taking of subscriptions and the sale of se- 
curities. Negotiations often lead to nothing but subscriptions, and sales are 
definite acts. So I suggest that wherever it appears in the Act, ‘negotiation’ be 
eliminated. Section 3 of the Act should be so amended.” 


It is also believed that further consideration should be given the matter 
of declaring securities “voidable” instead of “void”. It is well known that many 
serious losses have occurred, due to the inflexibility of Section 16, which sec- 
tion was modified somewhat in 1931 but later amended to its present form. 
There are, of course, other proposals before the committee for consideration, 
but for the most part they are less broad in scope. Needless to say, however, 
the committee is anxious to have any suggestions from members of the Asso- 
ciation as to possible needed changes, either in the Corporate Securities Act, 
or in Title I, Part IV, Division First of the Civil Code. 
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JUDICIARY COMMITTEE’S REPORT OPPOSES TRANS- 
FER OF CASES FROM SECOND APPELLATE DIS- 
TRICT TO OTHER DISTRICTS. HALF OF ALL AP- 
PEALS ORIGINATE HERE. 


By Kemper CAMPBELL, Chairman 


he members of the Judiciary Committee of Los Angeles Bar Association, 

for the year 1936-1937, are John H. Hall, Vernon P. Spencer, J. C. Mac- 
Farland, Everett W. Mattoon, Allan G. Ritter, Howard F. Shepherd, Clyde C. 
Shoemaker, Ned Marr, Secretary, and Kemper Camp- 
bell, Chairman. 

The Committee has, during the past three years, 
devoted much time and study to the problem presented 
by the congestion of the calendars of the District Court 
of Appeal, Second Appellate District. 

Realizing that no proper basis for permanent re- 
form would be available until the calendars were first 
cleared, this committee, with the support of the Board 
of Trustees, urged the continuous assignment of a 
considerable number of justices pro tem. This pre- 
liminary objective will soon be accomplished and per- 
manent reforms will then be in order. Various pro- 
posals have been submitted to the State Bar Committee 
on Administration of Justice. 














KeEMPER CAMPBELL 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


The Judiciary Committee of Los Angeles Bar Association has submitted 
two recommendations which may easily and promptly be put into effect pending 
the accomplishment of more radical changes, if any such changes are ultimately 
agreed upon: 


(1) That the methods of the District Court of Appeal be modernized by 
the employment of a full quota of adequately qualified law secretaries. That this 
will accelerate the work and result in better decisions is the testimony of all 
appellate courts where the system has been used. At a recent meeting the 
State Bar Committee on Administration of Justice approved this recommendation 
in principle. It was also suggested by the Judiciary Committee that the salaries 
of these secretaries could eventually be financed, in part at least, by the elimina- 
tion as soon as practicable, of bailiffs and full time court reporters. The main- 
tenance of two reception rooms would also seem to be an unnecessary expense. 


(2) That the Second Appellate District be provided with its proportionate 
number of justices in accordance with the amount of business originating within 
the District. 

It is to be noted that the reports of the sub-committees of the State Bar, 
dealing with the reformation of the District Courts of Appeal, have nothing to 
say with reference to the territorial allotment of judges. Approximately 50% 
of all cases appealed from the Superior Courts of this state originate in the 
Second Appellate District. It is obvious, therefore, that whatever plan is 
adopted should provide for the assignment of 50% of the judges to the territory 
comprising this district. The proposal to transfer cases to other and distant 
districts should be vigorously opposed as inefficient and unduly oppressive upon 
litigants. The adjudication of cases by courts far removed from the resi- 
dences of the litigants is just as repulsive to good government as it was when 
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the Magna Carta was written and much less excusable in these enlightened times. 

The Board of Trustees of Los Angeles Bar Association has officially endorsed 
the foregoing recommendations. They do not purport to afford a complete 
solution of appellate court problems but they do furnish means of enabling the 
court promptly and efficiently to perform its functions. 


Man Power 


While we have become accustomed to mass production in this mechanical 
age we cannot expect its accomplishment in courts of justice. On the contrary, 
mechanical and social developments during the past four decades have resulted 
in a civilization so complicated that litigation has necessarily become the more 
and more intricate, involved and burdensome. Likewise, the multiplication of 
legal literature has created added work for appellate judges. The consequence is 
that the due consideration af appeals necessitates adequate man power. There 
is an irreducible minimum under any system. A certain amount of time for the 
study of each case is essential to the proper administration of justice. Abundant 
data are available by which the average and appropriate output per judge can 
be approximated. 

Our committee some time ago made careful calculations with reference to 
the past and prospective output of the two Divisions of the District Court of 
Appeal, Second Appellate District, which have been fully substantiated by the 
subsequent output of the court. 

While the recommendations of this committee to the State Bar Committee 
on Administration of Justice are confined to two proposals of obvious merit 
upon which there should be no cause for disagreement, it is our expectation 
to submit to the Board of Trustees, later in the year, additional recommenda- 
tions relative to appellate court practice and organization. 
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COMMITTEE ON PLEADING AND PRACTICE REPORT 


By Forrest A. Betts, Chairman 


Ce on Pleading and Practice is essentially a “mopping up” commit- 
tee, which serves the purpose of advising the officers and trustees of the 
association concerning matters of pleading and practice not specifically covered 
by special committees. It often develops that over a number of years, matters 
which have been originally referred to the Committee on Pleading and Practice 
develop to such a point that they cannot be efficiently disposed of by a general 
committee, and from this point of view it often serves the purpose of originating 
important investigations. Since the Committee is given no specific subject of 
contemplated change or reform for study, its activities of necessity depend very 
largely upon inquiries or complaints or suggested remedies coming from mem- 
bers of the Bar. It is the hope of this Committee that, as a result of the op- 
portunity which is being given through THE BuLLetin to inform the Bar of 
the activities of the various committees, a greater opportunity for helpful investi- 
gation will be presented to us. 


At the present time the only matter pending before this Committee is a 
suggested amendment to Section 581 of the Code of Civil Procedure, so as to 
clarify the time when a voluntary dismissal may be filed by plaintiff. It appears 
to be the general opinion of the Bar that the privilege of voluntary dismissal has 
been abused for the purpose of avoiding trial before certain judges and for the 
purpose of avoiding adverse judgments after the trials have been begun. It is 
felt the law does not contemplate the unfair results thus obtained. 


The Committee would appreciate the expressions of the Bar 
with reference to what limitations should be placed upon this 
right of dismissal. 
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BAR PLEBISCITE HAS PROVED EFFECTIVE. JUDICIAL 
CANDIDATES AND CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE RE- 
PORT DISCUSSES ITS HISTORY 


GeorGE M. Brestin, Chairman 


hen the Los Angeles Bar Association began taking a vote of its members 

in 1920 to determine which candidates for judicial office should be endorsed 
as the best qualified, it was pioneering in a field of service, now regarded as a 
duty by nearly all of the larger bar associations of the United States. 

This duty of the organized bar to do everything in its power to assure better 
judges is so clearly recognized today that bar associations in 33 municipalities, 
throughout the country, now conduct plebiscites of their members with this 
objective in mind. 

In reviewing the history of the local association’s plebiscite activities, from 
1920 down to the present time, it is interesting to note that more than 88 per 
cent of the judicial candidates endorsed by the association in the past fifteen 
years have been elected. This record speaks well for the association, for while 
the voters have not always followed the recommendations’ of the bar, they have 
done so in a large majority of cases. Since 1920, the association has endorsed 
188 candidates. Of this number 166 have been elected. 

These statistics, obtained by checking back records, answer with a positive 
“Yes,” that frequently repeated question: 

“Is the bar’s plebiscite on judicial candidates worth while?” 

When the Los Angeles Bar Association first took a hand in judicial elections 
back in 1920, no effort was made by the association to conduct any campaign 
in favor of recommended candidates, but publicity was given the result of the 
ballot and a separate organization induced four candidates to stand for election 
in opposition to four incumbents, who received less than a majority of votes 
cast in the plebiscite. 

This practice of inducing candidates to run in opposition to incumbents has 
not been considered a function of the association in recent years. 


METHODS CHANGED 


Methods of conducting the plebiscite, as originally adopted, have been 
changed from time to time. On March 26, this year, Article IX of the By- 
Laws, governing this activity, was amended. (THE BuLtetin, March, 1936.) 
One of the principal changes is a modification of the form of questionnaire. 
The essential features of the original system have been preserved. 

Effectiveness of the Los Angeles Bar’s work in this field was first demon- 
strated in 1920, when two incumbent judges, among the four opposed by the 
association, were defeated. In place of the two defeated judges, the voters elected 
two candidates endorsed by the association. 

Again in 1921, the association demonstrated its influence, when the Governor 
asked the association to assist him in making three appointments to the Superior 
Court bench. He requested the bar to conduct a plebiscite. 

The plebiscite taken at that time resulted in eight candidates being endorsed 
for the three vacancies on the Superior Court bench. All of these eight later 
became Superior Court judges, and one of the eight, Ira F. Thompson, is now a 
distinguished member of the California Supreme Court. This is another record 
of which the Los Angeles Bar Association can well be proud. 

Another evidence of the association’s influence in judicial elections was noted 
by Lawrence L. Larrabee, past president of the association, when in a brief 
history of the plebiscite in 1929, he wrote: 
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“The association has innumerable letters in its files written by avowed 
candidates, announcing their withdrawal from the campaign after the Bar As- 
sociation’s plebiscite had failed to endorse them, and stating that failure to se- 
cure that endorsement was the reason for their withdrawal.” 

Two candidates now seeking election have written to the Judicial Candidates 
and Campaigns Committee in recent weeks, announcing that they will withdraw 
as candidates, if they fail to receive the association’s endorsement. 


1936 CAMPAIGN 


Unfortunately, the work of conducting the plebiscite this year has been de-. 
layed by the tedious and painstaking effort required in assembling and checking 
the biographical data obtained from all candidates who submitted their candidacies 
to the plebiscite committee. However, this task, difficult because there are fifty- 
nine candidates seeking the sixteen Superior Court judgships, has at last been 
completed and the committee hopes to accomplish the rest of its work more 
expeditiously. The committee has retained the services of William L. Roper in 
publicizing the endorsed candidates, and an effective campaign, both by news- 
paper and radio publicity, is planned. 

There has never been a time when an independent, fearless and honest 
judiciary was more needed than today; and in a county, such as Los Angeles 
County, with a population in excess of 2,000,000, it is not possible for the 
average voter to possess much personal information regarding a judicial candidate. 
This condition makes it necessary for the Los Angeles Bar Association to conduct 
a plebiscite and make known to the voters the recommendations of the asso- 
ciation, whose members have the opportunity of personally knowing the various 
judicial candidates and their qualifications. In my mind, the association has 
no greater duty than that of using its influence to improve the judiciary. 
“Better Judges” is an objective worth striving for, and the committee pledges 
itself to do everything it is expected to do to carry out the will of those voting 
in the plebiscite. 

The personnel of the Judicial Candidates and Campaigns Committee is as 
follows: George M. Breslin, chairman; E. Avery Crary, vice-chairman; Mrs. 
Edna Covert Plummer, secretary; Thomas C. Ridgway, Hon. Frank G. Fin- 
layson, Hon. Ralph H. Clock, Ivan Kelso, Joseph A. Allard, Jr., Kimpton Ellis, 
Hon. Isaac Pacht, Roland W. Maxwell, Clyde Woodworth, B. J. Bradner, 
Richard C. Waltz, and Albert D. Pearce. 
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WHY A LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE IS NECESSARY 


By Warren E. Lipsey, Chairman 


I' may be that the average lawyer thinks he is little or not at all concerned 
with the Legislature. But at every legislative session there are hundreds of 
laws proposed which directly or indirectly affect the profession or the public 
good from such an angle that the Bar Association 
properly takes a stand upon them and spends the As- 
sociation’s money to accomplish that end. In such 
case then it is well to be forehanded and prepared to 
accomplish results. 


It is probably true that lawyers as a class are 
less organized than any other profession, trade or 
industry. This is easy to understand when it is 
noted that lawyers are or should be trained think- 
ers, and as such, they are naturally individualists. 
They could not possibly be a follow-the-leader 
type and be good advocates. They must blaze the 
trail in their own work and because of that train- 
ing and responsibility they should be found blaz- 
ing the trial for their profession and others. 








Warren E. Lippey 


Notwithstanding this individualism, it should not be 
that a lawyer’s last concern is for the good of his profession but rather that his 
care in this direction should be very close to his first consideration among all 
of his activities. It is well that no Bar organization takes part in campaigns or 
elections other than those of the judiciary. However, individual lawyers may 
rightfully give attention to campaigns and elections to the extent of seeing to 
it that those men are sent to the legislature who will consider first the good 
of the whole instead of a class, and who will be men of their words when 
once given. Having this in mind the legislative committee desires all possible 
information upon the question of who is dependable and what his interests are. 
In this way each individual may be of real help to this committee. 


Your Duty 


Often the experience of an individual lawyer gives him a greater insight 
and understanding of proposed legislation than is possessed by the average. 
In such an instance, it should be the duty of those lawyers to give the benefit 
of that experience and observation to the proper committee. Silence in such a 
case is of no benefit. That member who keeps silent in such an instance has 
no right to criticise the action of his Association nor deplore the lack of its 
accomplishment. 


In order for the individual to be of real service, it is essential that the com- 
mittees formulate their reports and put their desires in concrete form at as early 
a date as possible. Only in this manner can individuals not serving on the 
committees have information as to the work in hand and thus take advantage of 
an opportunity to help. This does not, however, excuse individuals from making 
known to the proper committee defects in law and procedure which they have 
observed in their practice. Such defects should be early made known to the 
proper committee. 


_ Such early action by the committees is of a two-fold benefit. It gives the 
legislative committee opportunity to become acquainted with the arguments in 
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favor of or against proposed legislation and even admits of the opportunity of 
one or more members of the legislative committee meeting with the committee 
responsible for the particular piece of legislation. When a member of this 
committee goes before a committee of the Legislature he cannot be too well 
informed upon the legislation in hand because legislators are asking the whys 
and wherefores in every direction. 


FRIENDLY EFFORT 


This early action also accomplishes or should accomplish a second resuit. 
When individuals have had an opportunity to express their views on legislation, 
even if they are a minority, they should be willing to work with the majority 
toward the end decided upon. There is altogether too much of a tendency or 
habit upon the part of individuals to use their personal or private connections 
in hampering the work of the organization. This tendency or habit we believe 
it is proper to discourage for all things desirable are best accomplished through 
organization and presenting a united front. 


While lawyers can well be proud of their individualism, at the same time 
they should be equally proud of what their profession as a class has accomplished 
in the direction of good government. In this word to the members there is 
merely a friendly effort to point out wherein we are weak and the direction 
in which our efforts can be made more fruitful in results. It is to be hoped 
that the voicing of these aims and purposes will result in more co-operation 
and united purpose, a greater effort and a more friendly spirit. 
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COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS PROPOSED IN CON- 
STITUTIONAL AMENDMENT DISCUSSED IN COM- 
MITTEE REPORT 


By Witt1am Hazcett, Chairman 


ommittee on Constitutional Amendments submits a tentative report on 

Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 13, which proposes the establishment 
of a Court of Criminal Appeals. This is the only one of the many amendments 
to be submitted at the next general election which the 
committee believes to be within the scope of its assign- 
ment. 


The amendment in question (Stats. 1935, Chap. 
149), would transfer to a Court of Criminal Appeals, 
composed of five justices, all appellate jurisdiction in 
felony cases, subject only to the power of the Supreme 
Court to grant rehearings of decisions passing upon the 
validity of statutes, and the power of District Courts of 
Appeal to issue original writs as now provided. The 
court is also given jurisdiction to issue writs of habeas 
corpus in criminal cases and to hear appeals from judg- 
ments of the appellate departments of Superior Courts 
in cases involving the validity of penal statutes and 

Wituam Haztetr ordinances. It is provided that the court shall hold 

regular sessions in Sacramento, San Francisco, Los 
Angeles, and Fresno, and that special sessions may be held at any other points 
within the state, in the discretion of the justices. 








The term of office of the justices is fixed at twelve years, and the salary 
is made the same as for members of the Supreme Court. Justices of the Court 
of Criminal Appeals are to be “elected” in the manner provided by Section 26 
of Article VI, adopted at the last general election, except that the first incumbents 
are to be appointed by the Governor without any confirmation whatsoever. No 
qualifications are prescribed for the justices except the general requirement that 
they shall have been admitted to practice in this state for five years. 


Section 19 of Article IV is amended to permit the appointment of state 
senators or assemblymen to fill vacancies in elective offices or offices which 
may be filled by election by the people. 


Cost 


The committee feels that the additional cost to the tax payers of establishing 
the proposed court, amounting to probably $200,000 per biennium, should be 
avoided except upon a clear showing of improvement to follow in the adminis- 
tration of justice. It is claimed that the amendment would speed up the dis- 
position of appeals in criminal cases, but it appears to the committee that the 
effect of the amendment would be to bring about delay rather than expedition, 
for cases ready for submission in any particular district of the state would have 
to be held in abeyance until the next session of the court in that district. 


As for relief of congestion in other appellate courts, another declared pur- 
pose of the amendment, the establishment of the new court would do some good, 
but the principal congestion is in the Supreme Court, which is at the present 
time overburdened with civil appeals but which hears very few criminal cases. 
Moreover, the number of criminal cases decided by all District Courts of Appeal 
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during the 1932-34 biennium was only four hundred and nine, and recent studies 
indicate that the proportion of felony cases finally brought before the appellate 
courts of this state for decision has actually decreased during recent years. 


It is difficult to evaluate the contention that increased specialization would 
bring about improvement in the quality of opinions in criminal cases. 


The States of Texas and Oklahoma are the only ones in this country which 
now have a separate Court of Criminal Appeals. The committee hopes to learn 
more of the experience in these states. 


The amendment permitting the appointment of members of the Legislature 
to fill vacancies in elective offices appears to be most unwise, as the present 
provision was adopted in 1916 to meet a real need, that of preventing legislators 
from trading their votes for such appointments. (Satterwhite v. Garrison, 34 
Cal. App. 734.) 


The committee has not concluded its study of the amendment here discussed, 
and will welcome further information from the membership, as well as criticism 
of the views here expressed. All communications should be in writing, addressed 
to the chairman. 





CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE COMMITTEE 


By Cuar.es W. FRIckeE, Chairman 


he work of this committee has been greatly facilitated and results promptly 

accomplished due to the personnel of the Committee which consists of members 
who have had an extensive experience in the prosecution, defense and trial of 
criminal cases. Prior to the initial meeting of the Committee a number of 
proposed changes in or penal statutes were prepared and at its first meeting this 
entire program was discussed and acted upon. It was agreed that no recom- 
mendations for changes or additions to the penal statutes be made unless the 
committee members present unanimously agreed thereto. 


At the first meeting most of the propositions were unanimously endorsed. 
Several new propositions were brought up, referred back to the suggestors as 
individual committees with the instruction that the suggestions be reduced to 
concrete written form. These matters have already been reported back by 
these committees and will be acted upon at the next meeting of the committee. 
At this meeting there will also be brought up for reconsideration several 
stautory changes which did not receive the unanimous support of the first meeting. 


Among those to be reconsidered is the enactment of a new section to the 
Penal Code providing that a defendant who desires to avail himself of the defense 
of alibi shall specifically plead such defense or be precluded from introducing 
evidence of such offense unless the court, for good cause shown, permits such 
proof. This proposition is not new to criminal jurisprudence, a number of the 
several states having enacted such statutes with good results. It is quite probable 
that the committee will recommend some such legislation. 


The Committee expects to have its final report of recommended changes in 
our penal statutes in the hands of the trustees of the Bar Association by the 
first of July. 
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WORK OF JUVENILE COURT COMMITTEE 


By Cuartes E. BearpsLey, Chairman 


o serve as “shock troops” or reserve forces upon which the Judge of the 

Juvenile Court and his co-workers may call for counsel and assistance on 
Juvenile Court problems, is the primary purpose of the Juvenile Court Committee 
of the Los Angeles Bar Association. During the cur- 
rent administration the Committee has been called upon 
and has marched into action on a number of problems 
which have confronted the Juvenile Court, the solution 
of which was necessary to the smooth and efficient func- 
tioning of that Court. 





In preparation for emergency service of this kind, 
members of the Committee have visited Juvenile Hall, 
the Whittier School for Boys, the Preston Industrial 
School at Ione, Camp No. 10, which is maintained by 
the Forestry Department and the County Probation 
Department, and other institutions in which wards of 
|| the Juvenile Court are housed and supervised. As a 
result of such visits and the reports thereon made tc 

Cuarites E. Bearpstey the Committee as a whole, the Committee members feel 

that they are familiar with the machinery which is set 

up to take care of the juvenile delinquency load, and believe they are qualified 

to intelligently consider and pass upon proposals for changes and improvement 
in that machinery which are made from time to time. 


Already during the current administration the Committee has investigated 
and made recommendations on a number of proposals of appropriations for 
the work of the Juvenile Court. For example, it was proposed to equip an 
old building at the Juvenile Hall to house the Referees hearing the cases of 
girls and younger boys coming before the Court. After study, the Committee 
was convinced that such a move would result in greater economy and efficiency 
in the work of the Court, and the Committee secured the approval of the 
Board of Trustees and urged such appropriation upon the Board of Supervisors, 
and the appropriation was made. 











ACTIVITIES 


Similar action was taken on the suggestion that an additional Referee be 
added to the staff of the Juvenile Court to conduct hearings of cases of younger 
boys. This personnel increase was made, and Mrs. Doris Shaw Heffner has 
since accepted the post which was created and is contributing greatly to the 
effectiveness of the Court’s work with children. 


Another line of activity of Committee members has been to fill speaking 
engagements which the Juvenile Court Judge has been unable to meet and to tell 
of the work of the Court and of the Coordinating Council and other agencies 
engaged in attempting to stem the tide of juvenile delinquency and crime. 

One phase of the work in which the Committee engages is the study of 
legislative needs of the Juvenile Court and assisting in the preparation of what- 
ever bills seem necessary to the better administration of the Court’s affairs. 

In the opinion of its Chairman, the principal usefulness of the Committee 
is its standing by in readiness to give the Juvenile Court Judge and officers the 
layman’s point of view on their problems and to give support to such moves 
for the betterment of Juvenile Court facilities and procedure as the Committee 
deems worth of support. 
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CONFERENCE OF STATE BAR DELEGATES 


By JuLius Patrosso, Member of Executive Committee 


as the adjournment of the last convention of the State Bar, there has been 
an attempt upon the part of the Executive Committee to bring some life into 
the conference. I say that not with any view of claiming credit, because credit 
belongs entirely to the other members of the Executive 
Committee who have devoted a lot of time to it. It is 
the feeling of our committee that the conference of our 
delegates had failed to function as it was hoped it would, 
or at least some of us hoped it would, and that some 
change would have to be made in the rules of the State 
3ar with reference to the conference, in order that it 
might have some vitality and accomplish that which it 
was intended to accomplish. 


As a result, at the last meeting of the Executive 
Committee at Santa Barbara, we drafted a complete 
amendment to the present rules governing the con- 
ference. As you probably know, heretofore, under the 
rules, the various local associations, in the month of 

Jutrus Parrosso May certified to the secretary of the conference a list 

of the members; then, in June, they were elected, or, 
the Board of Trustees or governing bodies selected the number of delegates to 
which they were entitled, upon the basis of their membership. 

Now, in practical operation, that meant that the appointment was, in many 
instances deferred until just shortly before the convention met. We had no idea 
what was coming before the conference; no idea of any problem to be introduced 
at the conference for debate. The first weakness, and I think the most important 
one, is that delegates hold office for one year. Heretofore the delegate goes to 
the meeting, goes on home, and that is the last anybody hears of him until the 
following year, when he may again be a delegate. Hereafter we hope to keep them 
as an active, co-ordinating body between the State Bar and the various local units. 

We are suggesting an amendment, that all resolutions be first submitted to 
the conference delegations before they are submitted to the convention. As the 
rule now reads—‘“All resolutions affecting proposed legislation may come up in 
conference.” We propose to take away that limitation so that all resolutions must 
come before the conference before they may find their way into the convention. 








OTHER ASSOCIATIONS 


We know generally that some of the other bar associations already have 
certain suggestions and proposals that they intend to advance, but they will come 
in the form of resolutions. We could try to discuss many of the proposals, so 
that I think the delegates to the convention from the Los Angeles Bar Association 
ought to present the view of the Association, not individual views of the members; 
and I think there should be a conference between the delegates and the Board of 
Trustees of the governing body of the Association, so that they may know some- 
thing about the general views of the Association. 

It seems to me that the State Bar is experiencing the same thing that the 
American Bar Association is experiencing, as far as its actions in convention are 
concerned. It seems to me that in every convention of the State Bar there is 
always some group, one or more groups, that has a particular ax to grind or a 
particular hobby to put through, and they attend in a body and they get adopted 
almost any resolution they want, whether they are a majority of the Bar through- 
out the State or not. That is hardly representative. 











CA 


629 





en 
ito 
dit 


ive 


ur 
ld, 
me 
ate 
it 
it 


ive 
ete 
yn- 
he 
of 
ist 


to 








LOS ANGELES BAR ASSOCIATION BULLETIN 





CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS COMMITTEE 


By Ray V. Reppy, Chairman 

hile the Committee on Constitutional Rights is not one of the standing 

committees provided for in the By-Laws of the Association, but is a special 
committee whose duties have been outlined in a resolution of the Board of Trus- 
tees adopted in 1933, nevertheless the Committee understands that its status is 
substantially that of one of the standing committees. Its program this year 
does not contemplate the making of any special investigation of a comprehensive 
nature. Its activities are likely to be limited to the consideration of only such 
complaints of violations of constitutional rights occurring in the course of law 
enforcement, as may be referred to the Committee from time to time. It has 
several matters of this nature under investigation at the present time. 


For the purpose of aiding the Constitutional Rights Committee in its in- 
vestigations, the Board of Trustees on June 12, 1936, appointed an auxiliary 
committee of five junior barristers, headed by Edward T. Dillon, as Chairman. 








CALIFORNI 





CALIFORNIA TRUST COMPANY OFFERS FAST, DEPENDABLE SERVICE ON 


TANNA 


a oe ” 
weet e 



































A TRUST COMPANY 


629 SOUTH SPRING STREET - MICHIGAN 0Olll - TRUST SERVICE EXCLUSIVELY 





298 LOS ANGELES BAR ASSOCIATION BULLETIN 





LEGAL AID COMMITTEE MAKES RECOMMENDATIONS 


By Jack W. Harpy, Chairman 


he provisions of Subdivision 8 of Section 282 of the Code of Civil Pro- 

cedure impose upon attorneys the professional duty to render legal assistance 
to the oppressed and the defenseless. The problem before the Committee on 
Legal Aid is the manner in which it can most effectively 
assist the members of this Association in the discharge 
of that duty. Organized legal aid appears to be the 
most desirable means of rendering professional legal 
assistance to the worthy indigent in need of this service. 


At the outset, however, it must be recognized that 
the practical problems connected with administration of 
legal aid are different in large and small communities. 
In the latter, the group requiring legal aid is small, the 
needs may be readily ascertained, and the service ren- 
dered with practical efficiency by or under the direction 
of a committee of the local bar who devote a reasonable 
time to the necessary administrative considerations. In 
such communities and under such conditions local bar 

Jack W. Harpy associations may readily organize and render efficient 

direct legal aid at a minimum of cost and without plac- 
ing an unreasonable financial or professional burden upon the members or any 
member of the local association. 





However, in large communities, such as Los Angeles and San Francisco, 
the practical problems of administering legal aid are vastly multiplied, and a 
“clearing-house” is essential in order that claims lacking merit may be eliminated 
and the undeserving not usurp the needs of the worthy. Experience indicates 
that under such circumstances the organization and maintenance of a central 
legal aid agency within the bar itself involves practically a prohibitive expense. 


LEGAL CLINIC 


In this community at the present time there is a well organized and ef- 
ficiently functioning legal aid clinic operated by the Southern California Legal 
Aid Clinic Association, a non-profit corporation, with its headquarters on the 
campus of the University of Southern California. This organization, as an 
agency of the Community Chest, receives financial support from that group for 
its maintenance. It employs a director whose salary is partially paid by the 
University, and it maintains an excellent and efficient, though undermanned 
administrative staff, in quarters donated by the University. For seven years 
this group has acted as a clearing house, and administered legal aid to the 
needy of this city. In so doing it has rendered the Bar and the public a dis- 
tinguished and invaluable community service. It is our understanding that 
there are also other legal aid clinics which are rendering a similar, though much 
less extensive, service. 


While recognizing this professional responsibility, it must be emphasized 
that many individual lawyers and legal firms would find it a practical and 
economic hardship to make themselves available for direct legal aid work. 
It is the opinion of your committee that such members of the Association should 
be given an opportunity to make their contribution to legal aid by the financial 
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support of existing legal aid organizations, in lieu of a direct contribution of 
time to such work. 


There is a mistaken belief among some members of the Bar that legal aid is 
the exclusive problem of the “younger lawyer.” This we do not believe to be 
true. On the contrary, it is your committee’s opinion that while the younger 
lawyer may and should be looked to for a reasonable contribution of time to 
legal aid work, the obligation in general is that of the Bar as a whole, and 
should be met by the members either by a direct contribution of time, or a 
financial contribution to the employment of competent attorneys who can and will 
render legal aid service on behalf of the Bar through existing legal aid agencies. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 


Your Committee therefore recommends that it be authorized and empowered 
to undertake a campaign among the members of the association in order to pro- 
cure the names of those willing to make a direct contribution of time to legal aid 
work, or, in lieu thereof, financial contributions for the employment of attorneys 
to render legal aid on behalf of the Association through organized and function- 
ing legal aid agencies in this community. Moneys so procured would be held 
in trust by the Los Angeles Bar Association and used solely for such purposes. 


The administrative expenses, incidental and necessary in the conduct of such 
a campaign would of course be deducted from moneys so collected and the 
balance administered under the direction of the Board of Trustees. The list 
of attorneys who would volunteer their professional services to legal aid work 
would be transmitted to the existing organized legal aid groups and used by 
them as a basis for the reference of worthy cases. 


In summary, it is the conclusion of your committee on legal aid: 
1. That local bar associations should designate a committee on Legal Aid; 


2. That so far as possible such committee should obtain from among the 
members of the Association a list of lawyers who will agree in writing to accept- 
ing a reasonable and fair number of legal aid cases; 


3. That in this, and other large communities, such a legal aid committee 
cannot efficiently and economically act as a “clearing-house” for the legal aid 
cases without a large capital expenditure for its establishment and a considerable 
expense for its efficient operation and maintenance thereafter ; 


4. That the establishment of another legal aid clinic or “clearing-house”’ 
in this community would, in addition to its expense, be a duplication of fa- 
cilities already established and available; 


5. That as a general proposition, legal aid should be not furnished in cases 
where there is a possibility of a professional fee ; 


6. That legal aid should, where practicable, be rendered in the lawyer’s own 
offices. It is recognized, however, that existing legal aid agencies should act as 
“clearing-houses” in order that only those cases which are proper for “legal 
aid” be referred to attorne?s who have indicated willingness to devote some time 
to legal aid work; 


7. That this committee should undertake a campaign among the members 
of the association in order to secure the names of those who will volunteer a 
reasonable time to render legal aid for deserving indigents, or in lieu thereof, 


_ financial contributions to legal aid for the employment of full or part time at- 


torneys to render legal aid service through the facilities of existing legal aid 
organizations in this community. 
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WOMEN’S JUNIOR COMMITTEE ACTIVE 


By ERNESTINE STAHLHUT, Chairman 


L* jpemanhs Junior Committee of the Los Angeles Bar Association, was 
organized pursuant to an amendment to the By-Laws of the Association, 
adopted February 16, 1933, for the purpose of stimulating and broadening the 
young women lawyers’ acquaintanceship among the 
members of the Bench and Bar; to form an available 
working unit which may be used to assist in the ac- 
tivities of the Association, and to promote high ethical 
standards of professional conduct. 





The officers of the Women’s Junior Committee for 
the current year are: Ernestine Stahlhut, Chairman; 
Lilian Fish, First Vice-Chairman; Gertrude Parker, 
Second Vice-Chairman; Jessie Torrance, Secretary. 


The Executive Council consists of the above officers 
and the following members: Rena Brewster, Wendy 
Stewart, Helen Kemble. 


Sub-Committees have been appointed on Legislation 
and Current Events, Harriet Geary, Chairman; Mem- 
bership and Hospitality, Jessie Torrance, Chairman; 
Committee on Age Limit, Frankie Brill, Chairman; 
Co-Ordination with Los Angeles Bar Association, Lilian Fish, Chairman; 
Speakers Bureau, Augusta Rosenberg, Chairman; and Athletics Committee, 
Wendy -Stewart, Chairman. 














ERNESTINE STAHLHUT 


The Speakers Bureau has been very active in the past year, and has 
furnished speakers from members of the Committee to various Women’s Clubs 
and organizations. The Membership Committee is at present undertaking an 
extensive membership campaign among the younger women members of the Bar. 
In addition, many members of the Committee have signified their willingness 


to individually assist the Bar Association in its present membership campaign. ~ 


The Women’s Junior Committee holds regular monthly meetings, at which 
many prominent attorneys and laymen have addressed the group. Topics have 
been chosen which will be of interest to and from which valuable information 
can be gained by the newly admitted members as well as those admitted for 
several years. 


No business meetings of the Committee are held during the months of July 
and August. It has proven to be a fact that the social and outdoor affairs dur- 
ing the summer months have done a great deal to broaden the acquaintanceship 
of the newly admitted members and interested them in the work of the Com- 
mittee and the Bar Association as a whole. 


Ever since the institution of the Conference of. Bar Association Delegates 
preceding and at the Annual State Bar Convention, the group has been honored 
by having one or more of its members selected as delegates. Several of the 
members of the Committee will attend the forthcoming American Bar Con- 
vention and Junior Bar Conference, to be held at Boston, and will make a full 
report of the proceedings thereof to this Committee, thus keeping the group in 
touch with the activities of the American Bar Association. 
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DUTIES OF COMMITTEE ON LEGAL ETHICS 


3y Witiram C. Martues, Chairman 


uties of the Committee on Legal Ethics, as outlined in the by-laws of the 

Association, may be summarized as follows: (1) To take original action 
or to co-operate with the American Bar Association and other associations of 
lawyers in the United States in all matters tending 
toward the elevation of standards of professional honor 
and conduct ; 


(2) To prepare or cause to be prepared articles 
upon subjects relating to professional ethics ; 


(3) To render written opinions in response to 
written inquiries respecting proper professional con- 
duct. 

The following comprise the personnel of the present 
Committee on Legal Ethics: 

George W. Dryer, Robert P. Jennings, Alex Mac- 
Donald, Philbrick McCoy, John Stewart Ross, Bertin 
J. Weyl, Alfred Wright, Wm. C. Mathes, Chairman, 
Kenneth N. Chantry, Secretary. 

All inquiries presenting hypothetical questions on 
matters of ethics are passed upon by the committee as 
a whole. The modus operandi whereby opinions are formulated may be of 
interest. As each inquiry is received, a copy is promptly forwarded to each 
member of the committee. One member is designated to prepare a draft of 
proposed opinion for consideration at the next meeting. Prior to the stated 
meeting, a copy of the draft is sent to each member. At the meeting the draft 
is discussed, revised, and the opinion thus completed is adopted. 





Wma. C. MATHES 


The committee’s opinion, in each instance, is filed in the office of the 
Association, and a copy forwarded to the member making the inquiry. In the 
preparation of opinions, the committee’s chief guide posts are the Canons of 
Professional Ethics and the Canons of Judicial Ethics of the American Bar 
Association, and the Rules of Professional Conduct adopted by The State Bar 
of California. The published opinions of the Committee on Professional Ethics 
and Grievances of the American Bar Association and of the Committee on 
Professional Ethics of the New York County Lawyers Association are also of 
great assistance. 


Opinions ADVISORY 


As every lawyer knows, reasonable men find room for decided differences 
of opinion on many questions involving professional conduct. Particularly is this 
true with respect to conduct which does not expressly violate any ethical standards 
fixed by the canons or rules, but falls within the always vaguely defined realm of 
professional taste. The propriety or impropriety of many phases of professional 
conduct is to be gauged not alone by what is done, but how and when and 
where. So, with good cause, the Preamble to the Canons of Professional Ethics 
of the American Bar Association declares : 

“No code or set of rules can be framed, which will particularize 
all the duties of the lawyer in the varying phases of litigation or in all 
the relations of professional life.” 


Opinions of the local committee are purely advisory, and constructive criti- 
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cism by members of the bar of any opinion rendered is always most welcome. 
Arrangements have recently been made to publish from time to time in THE 
BULLETIN such current opinions as the Board of Trustees shall deem to be of 
widespread interest among the members of the bar. It is hoped these opinions 
will be widely read and criticised. 


One of our members, Mr. Philbrick McCoy, is also a member of the Com- 
mittee on Professional Ethics and Grievances of the American Bar Association. 
This important connection enables the local committee to keep closely in touch 
with the work of the national committee. 


Last December the local committee directed attention of the members of 
the bar of Los Angeles County to a practice of some newspapers in publishing 
group Christmas or New Year’s Greetings over the names of lawyers and others. 
These newspapers were accustomed to sell advertising space for the listing of 
names of lawyers following such greeting. It is believed that the action of the 
local committee has resulted in the cessation of a form of worthless and improper 
advertising which tended to cheapen the profession in the public eye and, without 
benefit, extracted many hundreds of dollars each year from the lawyers of Los 
Angeles County. 


At the present time, the Committee is endeavoring to bring about a dis- 
continuance of undignified listings by lawyers in the classified section of the 
Los Angeles telephone directory. (See THE BuLtetin, Vol. 11, p. 153, March, 
1936. ) 


The Committee is pleased to render its advisory opinion on all questions 
of ethics submitted by members of the bar. However, each member is urged, 
before making inquiry of the committee, to consult the canons and the rules, 
and there seek his own solution of the problem. 





UNDER ORDER 


DEPOSITAR OF COURT 


A Plan to Save on Bonding Costs 


The Trust Department of this Bank offers service to individ- 
ual Executors, Administrators, Trustees or Guardians. 





By court designation of this Bank as 
depositary for an estate (1) its repre- 
sentative is relieved of the burden, de- 
tail and responsibility of the safekeep- 
ing of personal assets of the estate, 
the collection of interest and other 
income and the bookkeeping inci- 
dent thereto, and (2) such designa- 


tion materially reduces the cost of 
the statutory bond. 

The following are illustrative cases: 
Ordinary bonding costs on a $50,000 
estate of personal property are $250. 
Our charges under a depositaryship 
are $125. Ona $200,000 estate the 
bond premium would be about $1,- 
000; our charges would be $400. 


Attorneys for estates are invited to consult our Trust Officers 
as to this convenient and economical service. See Sections 51, 
51.1 and 93 of the Bank Act for authority. 

TRUST DEPARTMENT 
SECURITY-FIRST NATIONAL BANK 


Head Office—6th and Spring Streets 
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BAR MEETING PROGRAMS DON’T “JUST HAPPEN.” 
PROGRAM COMMITTEE PERFORMS PRODIGIOUS 
JOB TO PRESENT ENTERTAINMENT FOR MEMBERS 


By Rex Harpy, Chairman 


he general membership of the Los Angeles Bar Association receiving no- 

tices of coming meetings, of shows or of high-jinks, do not realize the effort, 
—amental and physical—that is necessary on the part of somebody to make all of 
the arrangements so that the meeting or show goes off 
satisfactorily and is a credit to the organization. That 
job has been done in the past by various individuals 
who have given generously of their time and efforts 
to insure the right kind of meetings for Association. 
It isn’t enough just to say “we will have a meeting”; 
the place must be secured and it must be an agreeable 
place; the dinner must be arranged and it must be a 
satisfactory dinner at a reasonable price; speakers and 
entertainment must be secured—and that IS a job. 








That job is done by the Program Committee com- 
posed of Rex Hardy, Chairman, Paul Nourse, Vice- 
Chairman, Gurney E. Newlin, Henry Harzbrun, Daniel 
O’Shea and David S. Shattuck. 


Rex Harpy So many elements must be considered in making 

up a program :—(a) is the speaker of reasonable promi- 

nence in his field; (b) will the subject be acceptable to the association members 

in general; (c) what about reverberations resulting from political or economic 

controversies governing the speaker or his subject; (d) shall the meeting have a 

political or economic or educational flavor or be purely entertainment ;—to mention 

only a few of those elements. The meeting is good—the show is good—only if 
it satisfies, 








To you of the Association who have attended its meetings and shows within 
the past two years there is but little that we can say. We have tried hard to 
bring you good programs and interesting meetings, for which we take a modest 
bow. 


OpporTUNITY 


To you to whom the Los Angeles Bar Association is a somewhat nebulous 
and uninteresting idea, not worthy of attention because it does nothing for you, 
we suggest that the monthly meetings of the Association and its annual high- 
jinks and its general entertainment program all afford an opportunity for the 
creation, development and maintenance of a fraternal feeling for your fellows 
which should be active amongst the members of the legal profession, and which 
of itself has been the highest spirit of the solicitors and barristers in England. 


We do not, of course, have in this country any Inns of Court, with their 
attendant “age old heritage’”—all designed to make and keep the legal profession 
a fraternity of educated, progressive gentlemen of the law. History tells us 
that not the least of the activities of the Inns of Court has been the regular 
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gathering of the members at the festive board, where education, entertainment 
and good fellowship vie with each other. 


The development of the “fraternal” idea is and well can be the ideal of 
modern American lawyers. We can still be lawyers. We can still be indi- 
vidualists, and yet collective action—aggressive collective action—is the only hope 
for the maintenance of our profession as a profession of exact science, of honest 
motives towards a just administration of law, of progress with our honest 
motives, of strict requirements in legal education and legal ethics, and of honor 
and dignity within our own ranks. Still, we must play at times,—diversion 
is the dessert we need to keep an even balance of mental and physical health. 
And so we of the Program Committee want to bring you the opportunity of 
recapturing, through the meetings and entertainment, the confidence and respect 
of and in your fellows, and the good fellowship that belongs to our fraternity. 

To such an ideal—borrowed, if you please, from our British brothers—is 
the Program Committee of the Los Angeles Bar Association committed; to that 
end have our past efforts been dedicated; and to that end will our efforts in the 
future be devoted. We hope that you will continue to support our meetings, 
and that you will go your way thereafter with peace of mind, a spirit of good 
fellowship, and the price of organization; leaving with that sense of peace and 
contentment so wonderfully expressed in the simple lines of Longfellow that 
close with the words— 


“and the cares that infest the day 
shall fold their tents like the Arabs 
and as silently steal away.” 

















AN 
ATTORNEY’S 
BUILDING 


Convenient to All Courts and 
Downtown District. 





1 Hour Free Parking for Clients 
in the building garage. 


Complete and Distinctive mod- 
ern building service. 


MODERATE RENTAL RATES 
* 


Write or phone for De- 
scriptive Brochure of the 


I.N.VAN NUYS BUILDING 
210 W. 7th Street 
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COMMITTEE ON MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS 


By Paut R. Watkins, Chairman 


t the recent meeting of the Chairmen of the various Bar Association Com- 
mittees called by President Edward D. Lyman, each Chairman was re- 
quested to give a report on the activities of his Committee. 


Before setting forth some of the matters which have 
come before the Committee on Municipal Corporations 
for consideration, I feel that it is desirable to explain 
certain facts peculiar to this Committee. The past com- 
mittees on Municipal Corporations have found it ex- 
tremely difficult to make recommendations to the Board 
of Trustees mainly for four reasons. First, it is dif- 
ficult to determine from the Constitution and By-Laws 
of the Association just what powers this Committee has. 
Second, most of the questions presented to the Com- 
mittee appear to be more political than legislative. 
Third, many of the questions presented are of such a 
complex nature that it would be impossible for any 
committee of the Bar Association, without an extensive 

Paut WatKINS budget and specialized personnel, to come to any con- 

clusions of value, typical of which is the suggested mat- 
ter of simplification of Government; and Fourth, many of the matters suggested 
for consideration come more properly under other ‘committees of the Bar 
Association. 





The Committee on Municipal Corporations now has under consideration 
the following questions: 


(1) Are constitutional provisions or statutes needed to define 
and protect the jurisdiction of free-holders’ charter cities in mu- 
nicipal affairs? 


(2) What recommendations should be made for legislation con- 
cerning the enforcement of the liquor laws in municipalities? 


(3) What legislation is necessary and desirable to redefine the 
relation between the City Board of Education and the City of Los 
Angeles, particularly as this relates to the election of officers and the 
expense of conducting school elections? 


(4) What legislation is necessary and desirable in order to permit 
cities and counties to mutually contract for the performance of their 
respective functions by other bodies, state, local, and federal ? 


(5) Governmental simplification, particularly with respect to over- 
lapping of taxing authorities. 


(6) Amendment of special assessment laws so that the bondholder 
may be protected in foreclosing and so that the property holder will not 
be burdened with unjustifiable foreclosure expense. 


(7) Providing group insurance for cities of the Sixth Class. 


(8) Classify the power of cities of the Sixth Class to impose 
licenses. 
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(9) Consider the question of permitting taxes for sinking fund 
purposes as distinguished from taxes for a specific purpose. 


(10) Legislation with respect to rates of municipally owned 
utilities which operate in a substantial area outside of the municipality. 


SUGGESTIONS SOLICITED 


In addition, the Committee has written to all of the City Attorneys in 
Los Angeles County asking for suggestions. To date no specific questions have 
been presented, but it is anticipated that quite a few matters will ultimately be 
referred to the Committee from this source. 

With respect to question (6) above, concerning special assessment legisla- 
tion, the Committee has been advised that a Special Committee of the Bar 
Association has been appointed to review this very vexatious and controversial 
matter. The Municipal Corporations Committee will take no action on this 
question until it has received the recommendations of the Special Committee. 


In general, it is the intention of the Committee to eliminate from its con- 
sideration matters which are political in character; matters which appear unim- 
portant; matters which because of their magnitude the Committee could not 
thoroughly analyze and properly recommend within the time allotted to it; 
and matters which could more properly and adequately be handled by other 
local associations such as the League of California Municipalities and the City 
Attorneys Association of Southern California. With respect to matters of this 
character, the Committee deems it advisable to await the reports of these other 
associations. When these reports are available this Committee will examine 
them and make its recommendations to the Bar Association. 





COURT RULES #23332 


ni 





SUPERIOR COURT 
Los Angeles County 


212 Page Loose-leaf com- SUPERIOR COURT 
pilation of Court Rules and Judicial Council Rules 
Rules of Practice. with New SUPREME AND APPELLATE COURTS 
Rul . j 4 Judicial Council 

wes, and Amendments, APPELLATE DEPT. SUPERIOR COURT 
effective July 1, 1932. Judicial Council 

MUNICIPAL COURT 
Los Angeles 
rs UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


Southern District 


COURTS OF ADMIRALTY 
of the United States 


PRICE $1.00 Orit Sunited States 


All amendments, made since the publi- 
cation, are available in loose-leaf form, 
at Daily Journal Office without charge. 





121 North Broadway 


Los Angeles Daily Journal MUtual 6138 
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CHANGES IN PROBATE CODE PROPOSED BY COMMIT- 
TEE ON PROBATE LAW AND PROCEDURE 


By ARNOLD PRAEGER, Chairman 


he Committee on Probate Law and Procedure has suggested to the Board 
of Trustees, in a Report filed May 20, 1936, that the following sections of 
the Probate Code be amended to accomplish the following purposes: 


Sec. 541.5. To provide that an executor, adminis- 
trator or special administrator shall be allowed the 
cost of a surety bond when furnishing a bond to com- 
ply with the provisions of any section of the Probate 
Code. 


Sec. 645. To clarify the section by adding the 
word “net” before the word “value” in the last sentence 
in the section. 


Sec. 646. To clarify this section in the same man- 
ner as Section 645. 


Sec. 752. In order to conform to the opinion in 
the Estate of Wever, 84 C.A.D. 681; to strike out the 
words “are chargeable” and insert in lieu thereof “shall 
abate.” 


Sec. 770. In order to make this section applicable 

to a wider variety of property, the Committee has 

recommended that the section be made to apply to property that is “likely” 

to depreciate instead of property that “will” depreciate ; and that there be added at 

the end of the section a provision that if the executor or administrator makes 

a sworn return, notice shall be given in the manner provided in Section 1200, 
or upon order, for a shorter period, or dispensed with. 


Secs. 772 and 780. So as to provide that the posting shall be in one public 
place, instead of three public places. 


Sec. 830. To amplify the section so as to make it apply to undivided 
fractional “or other” interests, etc. 





ARNOLD PRAEGER 


Sec. 860. To enable an executor or administrator when making an ex- 
change of property to receive or pay cash in an amount necessary to equalize 
the values of the properties exchanged, limiting the amount that the executor 
or administrator may pay to 25% of the value of the property of the decedent 
being transferred. 


Sec. 1480. So as to require a guardian of more than one ward, to give 
bond to each ward. 


Sec. 1482. To require a guardian of more than one ward to give an ad- 
ditional bond to the respective wards. 


Sec. 1531. So as to enable a guardian to sell stocks and bonds upon pro- 
curing the order provided in Section 771. 


Sec. 1533. To amplify the section so as. to make it apply to undivided 
fractional “or other” interests, etc—in the same manner as Section 830. 


New SEcTIONS 


The Committee recommended the adoption of the following new sections: 
Sec. 578-a. Which would specifically authorize an executor or adminis- 
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trator to consent to reorganizations of corporations in which the decedent owned 
shares of stock. 


Sec. 1518. Permitting guardians to compromise claims against the guardian- 
ship estate, as now permitted by Section 718.5 to executors and administrators. 


Sec. 1519. Permitting a guardian to perform the same acts now permitted 
to executors and administrators by Section 718.6. 

If the suggested amendment to 541.5 is adopted, then the Committee recom- 
mends that Section 930.5 be repealed. 

Since the last meeting of the Committee, several suggestions with reference 
to amendments to the Probate Code have been received. These suggestions will 
receive consideration by the Committee at its next meeting. 

The Committee welcomes suggestions. It would be appreciated, however, 
if suggestions are submitted in the form of a draft of the proposed new section 
or amended section. 





STATE PAROLE SYSTEM TO BE INVESTIGATED. COM- 
MITTEE ON PAROLE REFORM APPOINTED 


By Loyp Wricut, Chairman 


oard of Trustees of the Los Angeles Bar Association recently appointed a 
Committee on Parole Reform, consisting of the following persons: 
Honorable Charles W. Fricke, Judge Daniel Beecher, Judge Ray Chesebro, 

Peirson Hall, Buron Fitts, Charles Beardsley, H. L. 

Giesler, Harry N. Ticknor, Frank Weller, Loyd 

Wright, Chairman. 

The appointment is in response to a demand of the 
Bar Association to systematically study the existing 
parole system in the State of California, including inde- 
terminate sentences and all other features of the system. 

The Committee fully realizes and appreciates that 
it is a subject which has received a great deal of in- 
vestigation and study by the various agencies and is at 
present a problem of great concern because of the al- 
leged abuses or inadequacies of the system now in 
effect. The people generally are greatly concerned by 
reason of the great number of crimes being committed 
by persons who have been paroled. 

The Committee expects to avail itself of the op- 
portunity of thoroughly investigating the present system and will utilize all avail- 
able data heretofore gathered by other agencies. Information and suggestions 
from the bar are solicited. With the help of the bar, the committee will en- 
deavor to recommend improvements in the present system with the hope of 
ultimately curing the evils that now exist and assisting in bringing about what 
is generally conceded to be a needed reform. 

It is too soon to give more than a general outline of what we hope to ac- 
complish. We appreciate that the work will have to be done exhaustively and 
that in all probability the Committee’s finding will not be made for many months 
to come. We promise, however, to attack the problem to the best of our 
ability, with full knowledge of the responsibilities entailed. With the co- 
* operation of the bar and such other committees and agencies as are interested 
in the same problem, we shall attempt to make an important contribution to the 
solution of this vexing social problem and will try to perform a duty which 
we, as members of the bar, owe to the community. 








Loyp WRIGHT 
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ARBITRATION COMMITTEE RENDERS SERVICE 
By Cuiirrorp E. HuGues, Chairman 


he primary work of the Arbitration Committee is to hear and determine 
disputes with respect to the amount of attorneys’ fees charged a client in cases 
not involving an offense punishable under the State Bar Act. In most of such 
cases the client claims that the fee charged is excessive. 

The matter may be initiated by the attorney and his 
client stipulating that the matter may be heard by the 
committee, or by a request to the association from a 
client that the matter of the fee be determined by the 
association. 

The complaining party is requested to file a state- 
ment of his claim in writing which is submitted to a 
sub-committee who determines whether the facts as 
stated are such as to justify a hearing. The complain- 
ing party is requested to sign an agreement to submit 
the matter to arbitration. The complaint and the 
agreement are then forwarded to the attorney com- 
plained against with a request that he sign the agree- 
ment and return it to the office of the secretary of the 
committee, sending with it four copies of his answer. 

When the matter is at issue, the secretary of the committee forwards the 
file to the sub-committee to which it has been referred for settling, hearing and 
determination. 

As at present constituted, the committee is organized as follows: 





CuiFForp E. HuGHes 


CoMMITTEE No. 1 CoMMITTEE No. 3 
Jerold E. Weil, Subs. Chair. Louis G. Guernsey, Subs. Chair. 
Hon. B. F. Bledsoe Stanley N. Arndt 
H. L. Carnahan Clay Robbins 

CoMMITTEE No. 2 
Elmo H. Conley, Subs. Chair. Chairman, Clifford E. Hughes 
Richard J. Dillon Secretary, Henry Duque 


A. W. Eckman 
Thus far the work of the committee has been quite light. Hearings can be 
had at an early date in all cases. 


TO: MEMBERS OF THE LOS ANGELES BAR 


YOU, a competent Attorney 








Plaintiff 
plus 
UNION BANK & TRUST CO. STIPULATION 
An efficient Executor 
Defendant 


I. Defendant admits Plaintiff's qualifications. 
II. Defendant alleges its own qualifications. 


III. Let Judgment run in favor of both 
through cooperation. 


TRUST DEPARTMENT U N I O N B A N K 


& TRUST CO. OF LOS ANGELES 
Poder Bou 8th pA Hill Poder Saba 


System Insurance Corp. 








THE BANK OF PERSONAL SERVICE e WE HAVE NO BRANCHES 
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COMMITTEE ON CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINERS 


By Paut VALLEE, Member of Committee 


his committee is appointed each year for the purpose of assisting the Civil 

Service Commission of the County of Los Angeles in giving civil service 
examinations to persons seeking positions in the legal offices of the county, and 
in giving promotional examinations to deputies in those 
offices, when called upon by the Civil Service Com- 
mission. 





The committee in the past has given examinations 
to persons seeking positions in the County Counsel’s of- 
fice, the District Attorney’s office and the Public De- 
fender’s office. The committee does not prepare the 
questions for, nor give any written examinations that 
the Civil Service Commission may require. The ex- 
aminations given by the committee consist of oral inter- 
views with the applicants. 





When the committee is advised by the Civil Service 
a | Commission that its services are desired in connection 
with an examination, the committee meets and discusses 
in a general way the type of examination which should 
be given for the particular position. Each member of 
the committee then prepares a list of questions. Another meeting of the com- 
mittee is held at which the questions prepared by the individual members are 
discussed and one set of questions agreed upon. The questions cover a wide 
range, but generally are framed for the purpose of eliciting from the applicant 
a rather detailed statement of his history, his education, the pursuits in which 
he has been engaged, his associations in the practice of the law, the extent of 
his practice, the character of his practice, his extra legal activities and his atti- 
tude toward the position he is seeking, toward the court, and his adversary. 











Jerry GIESLER 


QUALIFICATIONS 


The committee seeks to determine the particular line of work for which 
the applicant is best suited; whether he is tactful, diplomatic, self-possesed, ag- 
gressive, forceful; whether he can meet the public and command the good will 
and respect of those with whom he comes in contact; whether his type of 
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mind, his disposition, courage, reliability, and resourcefulness, his use of English, 
his memory, his accuracy, and the interest he manifests in his work, fit him for 
the position. The committee endeavors to obtain all of the foregoing data in 
order to form an adequate, fair and just analysis of his character, his experience 
and his qualifications for the position. 


In case of promotional examinations within the department, the same gen- 
eral line of questions are asked; and in addition, detailed inquiry is made for 
the purpose of ascertaining the character of work done by the applicant in the 
office, his length of service, the degree of his success, his loyalty in the office 
he has held, whether he cooperates with his associates and his chief, and his 
ability to direct others. 


The services of the committee are not called for frequently, but when called 
for, require considerable time. The last examination given consisted of a pro- 
motional examination for members of the District Attorney’s staff and an en- 
trance examination for the District Attorney’s office. The promotional examina- 
tion required two evenings. There were about twenty applicants. The entrance 
examination required two full days. There were eighty-one applicants. 


This committee in its work has been brought in contact with the lawyers 
comprising the staff of the County Counsel, the District Attorney and the 
Public Defender. The committee feels that it should direct the attention of the 
bar to the excellent type of lawyers that are on these staffs. We feel that it 
would be extremely difficult to find abler lawyers and finer men than now serve 
in these positions. There is no question in our minds but that the Civil Service 
System has demonstrated its worth, both in theory and in administration, by 
its selection of these men and women. 


The members of this committee are: Mr. Jerry Geisler, chairman; Mark 
Herron, Ivan G. McDaniel, and the writer. This report is submitted by the 
writer at the request of the chairman, who was unable to prepare it because 
of absence from the city. 








PRESIDENT LYMAN RECOVERING 
FROM ILLNESS 


At the time The Bulletin goes to press Presi- 
dent Edward D. Lyman, who has been ill for the 
past month, is convalescing and expects to be able 
to return to his office in about two weeks. Presi- 
dent Lyman and Joe Crider, Jr., have been named 
as delegates to the American Bar Association 
meeting at Boston in August, and it is sincerely 
hoped he may be able to attend as one of the 
representatives of the Los Angeles Bar Asso- 
ciation. 








JAMES B.0GG, giles 


410 EDISON BLDG., 
ALHAMBRA, CALIF. 
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There are many good reasons why you should be a member of 
a Bar Association, and not one valid reason against joining one. 
































